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PATENT 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

n re application of: Laurent DE VOLDER 

Serial No.: 10/018,302 Group No.: 2854 

Filed: November 8, 2002 Examiner: E. Eickholt 

For: PROCESS FOR INKING A PRINTPNG PLATE WITH THERMOPLASTIC 
INKS AND INK TANKS TO BE USED THEREIN 

Attorney Docket No.: U 013688-5 

Commissioner for Patents 
P. O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Attention: Patricia Faison-Ball 

Senior Petition^ Attorney 
Office of Petitions 

RESPONSE TO ON PETITION AND RENEWED PETITION 



The decision On Petition of October 31, 2007, correctly finds that the COPY of a 
drawing Amendment mailed October 20, 2003, did not have a signed certificate of mailing 
August 13, 2003. 

" ~ CERTIFICATION UNDER 37 C.F.R. 1.10* 

(Express Mail label number is mandatory.) 
(Express Mail certification is optional.) 

I hereby certify that this correspondence and the documents referred to as attached therein are being deposited with the 
United States Postal Service on this date November 14. 2007 . in an envelope as "Express MaiLPest Office to Addressee", 
m ailing Label Number EV927571350US. addressed to the Commissioner for Patents, P. O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 
22313-1450. 




Signature of person mailing paper 



Certificate of mailing (first class) or facsimile transmission procedures of 37 C.F.R. 1.8 cannot be used 
to obtain a date of mailing or transmission for this correspondence. 

Each paper or fee filed by "Express Mail" must have the number of the "Express Mail" mailing label 

placed thereon prior to mailing. 37 C.F.R. 1.10(b). 

"Since the filing of correspondence under § 1.10 without the Express Mail mailing label 
thereon is an oversight that can be avoided by the exercise of reasonable care, requests for 
waiver of this requirement will not be granted on petition. " Notice of Oct. 24, 1996, 60 Fed. 
Reg. 56,439, at 56,442. 



This correct finding is irrelevant, however, as the issue is whether the ORIGINAL 
certificate of August 13, 2003, was signed. 

As to the issue of the singing of the ORIGINAL certificate, the Patent Office has 
provided no evidence, because, as the Patent Office noted in its own Notice of Abandonment 
of October 10, 2003, "No proposed new drawings have been received." 

Against this absence of evidence in the Patent Office, and after various other excuses 
from the Patent Office before arriving May 31, 2005, at the signature to the ORIGINAL 
mailing certificate, the applicant provided August 22, 2005, a signed copy of the ORIGINAL 
certificate of mailing August 13, 2005. 

As the Patent Office has had the drawings and a signed certificate of their mailing 
August 13, 2003, since August 22, 2005, the petition for withdrawing the abandonment on 
the basis that the drawings were not timely filed under singed ORIGINAL certificate of 
mailing of August 13, 2003, is renewed in response to the decision On Petition that overlooks 
these. 




Willi^rtffP'Evans 
c/o Ladas & Parry LLP 
26 West 61 st Street 
New York, New York 10023 
Reg. No. 25858 
Tel. No. (212) 708-1930 



